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Petitioner Ahmed Mohamed Warsemeh, a native and citizen of Somalia,

petitions for review of the Board of Immigration Appeal’s (BIA) summary
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affirmance of the immigration judge’s (IJ) denial of his applications for asylum,

withholding of removal and relief under the Convention Against Torture.  The IJ

also found that Warsemeh’s application was frivolous.  

The IJ found that Warsemeh lacked credibility on the basis of

inconsistencies in Warsemeh’s testimony, false statements on a form filed in

support of his asylum application, and the IJ’s appraisal of his demeanor.  We

review the IJ’s decision because it was summarily affirmed by the BIA without

opinion, and is thus the final agency determination.  8 C.F.R. § 1003.1(e)(4);

Falcon Carriche v. Ashcroft, 350 F.3d 845 (9th Cir. 2003).  We find that there is

substantial evidence to support the IJ’s adverse credibility determination and the

finding of frivolousness, and therefore deny the petition.  

Adverse credibility determinations must be supported by substantial

evidence.  Gui v. INS, 280 F.3d 1217, 1225 (9th Cir. 2002).   Deference is given to

the IJ’s credibility determination, because the IJ is in the best position to assess the

trustworthiness of the applicant’s testimony.  See Mendoza Manimbao v. Ashcroft,

329 F.3d 655, 661 (9th Cir. 2003).  Credibility determinations founded on an

applicant’s demeanor are given “special deference.”  Singh-Kaur v. INS, 183 F.3d

1147, 1151 (9th Cir. 1999).  Warsemeh neglected to include relevant information

regarding his employment and past residences on his biographical information G-
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325 Form.  In addition, the IJ described numerous inconsistencies in his testimony

which are amply supported by the record.  The IJ’s reasons are thus substantial and

“bear a legitimate nexus to the finding.”  Salaam v. INS, 229 F.3d 1234, 1238 (9th

Cir. 2000). 

The IJ also did not err in holding that the false statements on Warsemeh’s G-

325 Form support a frivolous filing determination.  Under 8 U.S.C. § 1158(d)(6),

any individual who knowingly files a “frivolous” application for asylum shall be

permanently ineligible for any immigration relief under the Act. Warsemeh was

given sufficient opportunity to explain the false statements, and his explanations

were properly rejected by the IJ.  See 8 C.F.R. § 1208.20; Farah v. Ashcroft, 348

F.3d 1153 (9th Cir. 2003).  

Petition DENIED.


